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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on June 
05, 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-3, 8, 11, 18, 20, 22, 23, 27-29, 31, and 33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 7, line 9, Iines10-11, line 
14, line 15, and line 16. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

4. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said protocol" in line 11. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 2 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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6. Claim 3 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 8 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 4 and line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 8 recites the limitation "the service area" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said call" in line 4, line 10, and line 15. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 6, line 8, line 9, line 13, 
and line 15-16. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the service data" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said protocol" in Iine10 and line 14. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

13. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "said switch" in line 15. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

14. Claim 18 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 3 and line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

15. Claim 18 recites the limitation "the service area" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

16. Claim 20 recites the limitation "said communication call" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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17. Claim 22 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

18. Claim 23 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

19. Claim 27 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 7, line 9, lines 10-11, line 
15, and lines 15-16. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

20. Claim 27 recites the limitation "the service data" in line 18. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

21. Claim 27 recites the limitation "the communications call" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

22. Claim 27 recites the limitation "said call" in line 5, line 1 1 , and Iine16. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

23. Claim 27 recites the limitation "said protocol" in line 1 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

24. Claim 27 recites the limitation "said switch" in line 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

25. Claim 28 recites the limitation "said call" in line 4, line 10, line 20, and line 21. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

26. Claim 28 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 6, line 8, line 9, line 14, 
line 15, line 19, and line 21. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 
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27. Claim 28 recites the limitation "the service data" in lines 19-20. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

28. Claim 28 recites the limitation "the service area" in line 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

29. Claim 28 recites the limitation "said protocol" in line 10 and line 15. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

30. Claim 28 recites the limitation "said switch" in line 20. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

31. Claim 29 recites the limitation "said call" in line 4, line 10, line 14, and line 15. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

32. Claim 29 recites the limitation "said service data" in 6, line 8, line 9, line 13, and 
line 15. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

33. Claim 29 recites the limitation "the service data" in lines 13-14. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

34. Claim 29 recites the limitation "said protocol" in line 10. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

35. Claim 29 recites the limitation "said switch" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

36. Claim 31 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

37. Claim 31 recites the limitation "said user initiated call" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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38. Claim 31 recites the limitation "the service area" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

39. Claim 33 recites the limitation "said service data" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

40. Claim 33 recites the limitation "said user initiated call" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

41 . Claim 31 recites the limitation "the service area" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

42. Claims 1-4, 7-14, 17-21, 23, 24, and 27-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Venkateshwaran et al (US 6,072,857). 

43. In regards to claims 1,11, 27, 28, and 29, Venkateshwaran discloses a call 
processing method and network system (Abstract and Fig. 2), including: receiving a 
user (See Fig. 1 and telephone set 24) initiated communications call (See col. 10 lines 
3-7); processing characteristic data associated with the communications call at a 
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network switch (See Fig. 1 and central office switch (SSP) 14) to determine if intelligent 
network service data (e.g., custom feature or service) is required to establish said call 
(See col. 10 lines 7-12); passing said characteristic data to a Visitor Intelligent Network 
(See Fig. 1, service control point (SCP) 42, and service circuit node (SCN) 50) when 
said service data is required (See col. 6 lines 54-67 and col. 12 lines 54-57); processing 
at least part of said characteristic data by said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) to 
determine a network location (for example, the network may be voice or data/fax) to 
access in order to obtain said service data, and to determine a communication protocol 
for connecting to said network location, said service data being required to establish 
said call, wherein said protocol and said network location are obtained from a Home 
Intelligent Network (See Fig. 1, and service circuit node (SCN) 50, and service control 
point (SCP) 42); obtaining said service data from said network location in accordance 
with said protocol and passing said service data to said switch to establish said call; and 
establishing said call based on said service data (See col. 10 lines 7-47). 

44. In regards to claims 2 and 12, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, including storing said service data in said VIN (e.g., SCP 
42 and SCN 50) for subsequent requests for said service data (See col. 6 lines 54-67). 

45. In regards to claims 3 and 13, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, including deleting said service data from said VIN (e.g., 
SCP 42 and SCN 50) after a predetermined period of time (for example, a credit card 
(including validation for the credit card) or any type of service may expire after a certain 
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period of time, and therefore, causing that particular service to no longer be available) 
(See col. 6 lines 42-49). 

46. In regards to claims 4, 9, 14, and 19 Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, wherein said HIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is in a 
central IN service data database (See Fig. 1, advance intelligent network (AIN) 10, and 
col. 6 lines 4-16). 

47. In regards to claims 7 and 17, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, wherein said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is local to a 
user originating said call (See Fig. 1 and col. 6 lines 54-67). 

48. In regards to claims 8 and 18, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, wherein said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) includes 
computer logic configured to: communicate with said HIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) so 
as to obtain said service data; and cache said service data for users in the service area 
of said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) (See col. 1 0 lines 7-47). 

49. In regards to claims 10 and 20, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method and network system, wherein said communications call includes a voice, data, 
or messaging connection (See Fig. 1 and col. 5 lines 49-60). 

50. In regards to claim 21, Venkateshwaran discloses a network system, including a 
plurality of VINs (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) covering respective areas (See col. 6 lines 
30-34). 

51 . In regards to claim 23, Venkateshwaran discloses a network system, wherein 
said service data is terminal network selection data (See col. 10 lines 41-47). 
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52. In regards to claim 24, Venkateshwaran discloses a network system, wherein 
said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) includes means for policing messages passed 
between networks (See col. 8-9 lines 61-4 and col. 10-11 lines 48-3). 

53. In regards to claim 30 and 32, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method, wherein the HIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is configured to function as a 
service data point and as a service control point, and the VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 
50) is configured to function as an service data point and as a service control point (See 
col. 6 lines 42-67). 

54. In regards to claims 31 and 33, Venkateshwaran discloses a call processing 
method, wherein said VIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is configured to receive said 
service data from said HIN (e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) for said user initiated call, and is 
configured to not receive IN service data for a second user in the service area of the 
VIN, until said second user initiates a communications call requiring IN service data 
(See col. 10 lines 3-21). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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55. Claims 5, 6, 15, 16, 22, 25, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Venkateshwaran et al (US 6,072,857), in view of McConnell (US 
5,517,562). 

56. In regards to claims 5, 15, and 22, Venkateshwaran discloses all of claims 5 and 
15 limitations, except a call processing method and network system wherein said HIN 
(e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is in a local mobile network. McConnell, however, discloses 
a call processing method and network system (See Abstract and Fig. 7), wherein said 
HIN (See Fig. 3-5, service control point (SCP) 35, and service creation environment 
(SCE) 41) is in a local mobile network (See col. 8 lines 61-67). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to 
incorporate this feature within the system, as a way of allowing custom features, such 
as call forwarding, and other services to be available and accessible by mobile users. 

57. In regards to claims 6 and 16, Venkateshwaran discloses all of claims 6 and 16 
limitations, except a call processing method and network system, wherein said HIN 
(e.g., SCP 42 and SCN 50) is in a foreign telecommunications network. McConnell, 
however, discloses a call processing method and network system, wherein said HIN 
(e.g., SCP 35 and SCE 41) is in a foreign telecommunications network (See Fig. 7 and 
Fig. 6). 

58. In regards to claim 25 and 26, Venkateshwaran discloses all of claims 25 and 26 
limitations, except a method and network system, wherein the communication protocol 
is selected from the group of protocols consisting of INAP, IS41, MTUP, and TCP/IP. 
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McConnell, however, discloses the use of a variety of protocols, including a TCP/IP 
protocol (See col. 8-9 lines 61-2). 



Conclusion 

59. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hammarstrom et al (US 6,004,142) teach a method and 
arrangement for integrating intelligent network services with operator assisted services. 
Sallberg et al (US 6,594,253) teach a system and method for mobility management for 
an Internet telephone call to a mobile terminal. 

60. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thjuan P. Knowlin whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7486. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00pm. 

61 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan can be reached on (571) 272-7493. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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62. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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